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REMARKS 

Clainis 1-7, 9-37, 39-41 and 44-54 are still pending in this application. Claims 1 and 37 
have been amended to require "using enrollment data" during the step of verifying the 
authenticity of the presenter. Claims 25 and 52 already require using the enrollment data and 
presumably^ this feature has already been searched. Claims 25 and 52 have been amended to 
require verifying the authenticity of the presenter during the enrollment process. Claims 1 and 
37 already jequire this feature and it has presumably already been searched. 

Reconsideration of the application is earnestly requested. Although the Examiner's 
arguments have been carefully considered, Applicant respectfully traverses these rejections as 
explained b!e1ow. The independent claims 1, 25, 37 and 52 had been rejected under 35 USC 
§103 as being unpatentable over Carrott ex al. (Carrori) in view of Tsuei et ah (Tsuei). 

As pointed out in the previous reply, the independent claims require an enrollment 
process in which a trusted party receives enrollment data and profile data from a presenter (i.e., a 
customer), authenticates the presenter using the enrollment data and then associates 



authentication data (for example, a password) with the presenter. Page 9, lines 7-9 of the 
application state that "enrollment data is required to verify the presenter's identity so that the 
trusted part / can be assured that the correct person is being enrolled as an eligible and 
participatinjg presenter." The advantage of the enrollment process is that the trusted party 
authenticates the presenter and the associated profile data such that the trusted party can later 
authenticate that any profile data submitted by the presenter to a merchant (an "acceptor") during 
a later trans action is authentic. The authentication data established during the enrollment process 

is later used by the presenter to prove that he is who he says he is. 

I 

Applicant questions whether the Tsuei reference is proper prior art. For the reference to 
be prior artj the portions relied upon by the Examiner in the published application must also be 
present in one of the priority applications because the earliest priority date of the present 

application [(September 10, 2002) is before the filing date (January 10, 2003) of the published 

i 

application 

Claim 1 
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Clain 1 requires an enrollment process in which the trusted party receives profile data 
from the pr< senter, authenticates the presenter using enrollment data and associates 
authemicatipn data (for example, a password) with the presenter. Specifically, claim 1 requires: 
receiving, by said trusted party during an enrollment process, profile data 
and enrollment data from said presenter; and 
j verifying, by said trusted party during said enrollment process using said 
enrollment data, the authenticity of said presenter and associating 

i authentication data with said presenter. 

! 

The present office action acknowledges ihat Carroll does not explicitly disclose an 
enrollment process (page 3), but then does not specifically allege that the Tsuei reference does 
disclose receiving enrollment data from the presenter in order to authenticate that the presenter is 
who he say£ he is. In fact, Tsuei discloses nothing more than a typical credit card application 



process wh 



ch does not verify the identity of the applicant . 



Paragraph 24 of Tsuei discusses establishing a primary account and an alias account 
based upon! the primary account. "The primary account is a conventional credit card account 
constructed in a credit card processing system using the factual information provided by an 
applicant f<jr a credit card." Page 12 of Tsuei provides more detail about how these accounts are 
set up. "Trie card applicant's real identity and factual information used to establish credit are 
provided oi the part 1 credir card application 1 04. The card applicants alias identity, for 
example, al alias name and alias address, arc provided on the part 2 security stub 106" 
(paragraphs)!). But, there is no verificatio n of the applicant's supposed "true" identity using 
enrollment Idata: the information provided bv the applicant is simply ta ken at face value and 



believed . 



Further, Tsuei discloses "The part 1 credit card application 104 of application 102 isa 
standard credit application , while the separable part 2 security stub 106 is used to set up the alias 
account" (paragraph 98, emphasis added). "The part 1 credit card application 104 captures the 
normal information the issuer requires to make its credit decision and set up the primary 
account" (paragraph 99, emphasis added). "The issuer processes the part 1 credit card 
application 104 as anv other application " (paragraph 100, emphasis added). Thus, these citations 
clearly indicate that the application is a typical credit card applicatio n, no special processing is 



performed. 



and certainly there is no in-depth analysis or verification of the applicant's true 



identity usi iff enrollment data . 
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Applicant respectfully requests that the Examiner take official notice that thousands (if 
not millions^ of credit card solicitations are sent daily by credit card issuers via the mail, via 
etecironic m&i, via web sites, via on-campus channels to students, etc. These typical, standard 
credit card applications are very simple to fill out and nearly anyone can qualify for credit- 
indeed, ther<^ is no requirement that you prove your identity and the issuer does not verify 
identity. | 

Because the Tsuei reference only discloses a standard credit application in which the 
applicant's identity is not verified, while claim 1 requires an enrollment process in which 
enrollment data is used to verify the authenticity of the presenter of t hat enrollment daia, it is 
submitted ttlat these features of claim 1 are not taught or suggested by the Tsuei reference and it 
is requested! that the rejection be withdrawn. 

Claijn 25 

Claim 25 also requires an enrollment process, specifically: 

! a presenter who submits enrollment data and profile data to a trusted party 
during an enrollment process, and with whom is associated authentication 
data during said enrollment process; and 

said trusted party who receives said enrollment data and said profile data 
during said enrollment process, who verifies the authenticity of said 
presenter during said enrollment process using said enrollment data. 

For the same reasons as discussed above with respect to claim 1, it is further submitted 
that these e ements are not taught or suggested by Tsuei. 

cm 37 



i 



Similar to claim I , claim 37 is a method claim requiring: 

receiving, by said trusted party during an enrollment process, profile data 
and enrollment data from said presenter; and 

verifying, by said trusted party during said enrollment process using said 
enrollment data, the authenticity of said presenter and associating 
authentication data wirh said presenter. 
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For the same reasons as discussed above with respect to claim 1, it is further submitted 
that these st^s are not taught or suggested by TsueU 



Claik 52 

Sim jlar to claim 25, claim 52 requires: 

j a presenter who submits enrollment data and profile data to a trusted party 
; during an enrollment process, and with whom is associated authentication 
data during said enrollment process; and 

said trusted party who receives said enrollment data and said profile data 
during said enrollment process, who verifies the authenticity of said 
presenter during said enrollment process using said enrollment data. 

For ;he same reasons as discussed above with respect to claim 1 , it is further submitted 
rhat these elements are not taught or suggested by Tsuei. 

i 

Reconsideration of this application and issuance of a Notice of Allowance at an early date 
are respectfully requested. If the Examiner believes a telephone conference would in any way 
expedite prosecution, please do not hesitate to telephone the undersigned at (612) 252-3330. 

Resp&tfully sub 
Be veil Weave: 




Registration No. 39,364 



I 



Beyer Weaver & Thomas, LLP 
P.O. Box 778 
Berkeley, Q A 94704-0778 



Telephone:! (612)252-3330 
Facsimile: 1 (612) 825-6304 
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